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COPIES OF ALL MEMORIALS 



Irish Goven?me^^“rSe Yea^^s“s2^ Limerick, to the 

re-enacting the Insurrection Act!-iw ’ *e Propriety of 



COPIES OF CORRESPONDENCE 

ttTconmfrflk^S Tn'd‘tte^^Ul^^f"’ ‘he Insurrection Act, in 
proceeding, under the Ins^t^e^crio^AclIn ^hrtToTn?;’. <‘‘' 



COPY OF THE ADDRESS 

SiS.E's;> «~ 



W' 



To His Excellency Richard Colley Marquess Wellesley, 
Lord Lieutenant General and General Governor of Ireland. 



^"^^itn ^P““' Com- 

on your arrival in this comitry, and to exnras the r ^’‘“‘'ency 

■ &£r= » *• ?™“rs“ ■■ “> 

already received from the »hieh ;e have 



« .tour duty .0 “P- 



of the re-enactment of the Insurrectbr Act' conviction that nothing 
We lament to state that m^v onL™ 7 efec ually restore tranquillity, 
neighbourhood of this City sinci the comme'n ^ place in the immediate 
and as «e experienced, on VSer Lasr rhT'ffi C«".™i«ion. 

to restore the public peace, ive humbly hope V^r SLIv'miI 7"''''''“!’ 
to recommend Its re-eoactment. ^ ''”1 be now pleased 



For self and fellow-jurors, 



It. Fits Gibbon, Foreman. 



COPY OF A LETTER 

28th June 1822. rP^y> Fsquire; dated Mullingar, 



SJR, 



Mullingar, 28th June 1822. 

nieLTuL‘!^,t"^hi^TiTafan'lr‘°V^^^^ “>»'< P'-e before 

rection Act. 1 also enclose a Copy of theTettw ““l®c the Insur. 

took place. I beg you « m lo^ no time in s^h^o" 

deration of His Excellency the Lord I documents to the con- 



A J 7 Fv. F, ‘ose no time m sub 
deration of Ills Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. 

304. ^ 
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I beg also to acquaint you, that I have been requested, by a numerous and most 
respectable Bench of Magistrates, to represent to His Excellency, their unanimous 
wish that the Proclamation by which the Barony of Moycashel was put under the 
Insurrection Act, may be revoked ; the Magistrates thinking- themselves not only 
warranted but bound to express this wish, in consequence of the present orderly and 
tranquil state of that Barony. 

I have, &c. ’ 

William Gregory, Esq. Tho' Goold 



(First Enclosure.) 

Copy of a Report of the Trial of Michael Geoghegan, under the Insurrection Act, 

^fore Thomas Goold, Esq. King’s Counsel, presiding at the Special Sessions of 
• the County Westmeath. 

Thursday, 27th June 1822. 

At an adjourned Special Session under the Insurrection Act.. 

Present, 

The King’s Counsel and Assistant Barrister ; 

Magistrates, 

Sir Thomas Pakenham, 

Sir Richard Levinge, 

Edward S. Cooper, esq. 

James Nugent, esq. 

John Middleton Berry, esq. 

Major O’ Donoghue, 

John C. Lyons, esq. 

Rev. Thomas Robinson, 

Rev. C, Browne, 

J'lickad Geoghegafi charged on oath with having written and sent a threatening 
Letter to Rev. C. Vignolles. 

(Vide 10th sec. of the Insurrection Act.) 

On looking into the information I thought this a fit case for a Jury, and accord- 
ingly ordered the Sheriffs to return and empannel a Jury; which having been done, 
tlie following persons were returned, and the prisoner having been asked if he had any 
objection to such jury, or any of them, and having answ ered in the negative, the fol- 
lowing persons were sworn : 

Thoma.s Greei^e, George Raw linson, 

John North, Launcelot Page, 

J* Robinson, James Salmon, 

Tho* Tilfon, Nat. Cockburne, 

Wm. Barber, Wm. Tho* Kidd, 

John Smith, James Dclany, jun. 

The Prisoner having been given in charge to said Jury, 

The Rev. Charles Vignol/es, who had appeared on the bench, came upon the table 
and was sworn, and gave evidence as follows : 

Witness is a magistrate of County of Westmeath; lives at Cornahir, in the Barony 
of Moycashel; looks at the paper produced to him, marked No. 1. ; has seen it 
before and had marked it ; received that paper in the form of a directed letter, in his 
post bag, on Tuesday the 28th of May ; received it in his own house in the Barony of 
Moycashel^ ; witness’s post town is Tyrrell’s Pass ; knows a man of the name of Sleath ; 
he is a police man ; knows the prisoner at the W, he is witness’s tenant ; prisoner 
lives at Newtow n ; has seen the prisoner at the bar write; believes the writing now pro- 
duced to him, No. i,tobe prisoner’s hand-writing; the prisoner acknowledged a paper 
No. 2, produced to witness, to be his, the prisoner’s, hand-w riling. At this stage of the 

evidence, 
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Tenison Lyons, esq. 
William Fetherston, esq. 
Haynes W. Ballenley, esq. 
William Robinson, esq. 

W. S. Hill, esq. 

Richard Levinge, esq. 
Owen Daly, esq. 

Rev. C. Vignolles. 
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evidence, I asked the witness, whether his belief of prisoner’s hand-writing de- 
pended on comparing the letter N* i, with the paper-writing N“ 2 ; which latter 
was the acknowledged hand'W’riting of the prisoner; for that if it did, I would not 
receive the evidence ; Witness answered in the negative; and stated, that his belief 
was founded on his knowledge of prisoner’s hand-writing, having seen him write; and 
that after the most mature consideration, he was satisfied, that the paper i was the 

prisoner's hand-writing. — 1 then asked the witness, if he believed tiie paper-writing 
N® 1 to be the hand-writing of prisoner, independent of any extrinsic consideration ; 
and witness answered in the affirmative. — Witness, on being asked, stated, that old 
Sleath and the prisoner were acquainted, and never heard of their having had any 
difference.— The prisoner is a fanner, having about seven acres ; never heard that 
prisoner was a schoolmaster; does not know whetlier the prisoner had been applied 
to for assistance, that is, to give assistance in writing. — Witness has received 
other anonymous letters, which were not in the same character of hand-writing with 
paper N* u; prisoner also is a lime-burner. — Witness is quite satisfied as to the 
hand-writing, if he had never seen the paper N* 2, he, witness, would have. had no 
doubt. — To a question from one of tlje jury, he said, he would have prosecuted 
although he had not seen the faper N" 2. To a juror who asked witness, whe- 
ther he, witness, had ever seen^ prisoner write, except the signature to the bail- 
bond; the witness answered in these words, “I am convinced I must often.” 
I would not suffer that ansvVer to go to the jury; and then I asked witness, 
whether he would swear pc^itively, that he had seen prisoner write more than 
once, viz. when the prisoner signed the bail-bond; to this question witness an- 
sw’ered, that he w'ould not swear positively ; the bail-bond was signed by pri- 
soner on 6th June instant. At this period of the trial, one of the magistrates (Sir 
Richard Levinge) mentioned to me, that he thought there was not a perfect similitude 
ofhand-writing in papers N® i and 2; and asked the witness, whether he thoughtthe 
same hand wrote both papers; witness answered in the affirmative. — Witness was 
then asked w hether he had mentioned to Sleath or to any other person, the fact of 
his having received the letter, No. ^ ; « itness said he had mentioned the fact to Sleath, 
as he best recollected, on Wednesday, the 29th May. — Witness is not certain, 
whether on that day he mentioned to Sleath, whom he' suspected as the writer of the 
letter, but is quite sure he did so afterwards. Here the evidence of Mr. Vignolles 
closed, and I asked the- prisoner if lie would put any questions to the witness, or 
wished me to do so; prisoner declined asking any question. 




Second witness — Thomas Sleath, sworn. 

W'itness is a police man ; on last May-day two years, witness's house was broken 
open at the dead hour of night between twelve and one, was dragged from Ins bed bv 
a party, about a dozen in number, of armed men, w ho beat, ill-treated, and cut wit- 
ness. They fired two shots at witness; they cut a piece of witness’s ear off; at that 
time witness vvas steward to Captain Conner. This outrage happened in County 
Westmeath, about ten or eleven miles from Bfirony of Moycashel, on Wednesday the 
2<jth May. Mr. Vignolles mentioned to witness liis having got a threatening letter, 
showed witness the letter. Mr. Vignolles did not then mention the name of any one 
whom be suspecte<l of Imving written the letter; on the W'ednesday following, being 
5th of June, Mr. Vignolles did mention the name of the person he suspected ; I did 
notallow this witness to mention the name; witness never saw prisoner write. To 
a question from a magistrate, witness is an Englishman ; witness on 29th May, 
showed the letter to three police men ; there were many other persons present, who 
might have heard and probably did hear the letter talked of. This witness being in- 
terrogated by the prisoner, stated, tliat he, witness, never knew piisoner to behave but 
well ; never found prisoner out at night : never had the slightest difference with pri- 
soner. To a question by Sir Thomas Pakenham, witness says, that prisoner never 
gave witness warning, that he, witness, was in an unsafe place. Here the case for the 
prosecution closed. I then asked prisoner if he wished to put any question to 
Mr. Vignolles, the first witness, and prisoner having said, that he wished to ask 
Mr. Vignolles as to his, prisoner’s general character ; Mr. Vignolles said, he would 
answer the qgestion if pressed, but suggested to the prisoner the propriety of not 
pressing the question ; to this suggestion the prisoner yielded, and tlie question was 
not answered. 
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4 memorials and correspondence relating to 

FOR THE DEFENCE. 

Samuel Vtgnolks, Esquire. 

and conduct of the prisoner. His ornpral /-ho » • i general character 

man, and never heard any thing to his disadvantage!"^ mtiustriouj 

Second Witness for Defence, James Geoghegan 

«ft-seen hint 

the prisoner’s hand-i?riti,!g o! bIo“hr„ ‘ ’’ 

fessedly the prisoner’s hafd-writinv a,rd wrU.en 3, con- 

could form no belief whether it was° prisoner’s hand!»'I!rin! n 

he believed it was. nting or not, ultimately he said, 

nesses; I then particSy^fnquiS^of^th^ other wit- 

against him, and how long he\ad known it -^hrd^t- 

weeks before been made acquainted with tlie’ chor I stated, that he had three 
by both Mr. Vignolles and Major O'DonollhnP^n^ particularly directed, 

to hia hand-H ritin"». ° come prepared with witnesses as 

sucVoSe!SSrLd!ri“ur 

onmany thing which I thought imVht^fpwl,, 1 ,= ^ j ? '' 1"^ ' ^ 3 3id not 

nearly finished rny charge when till Lsoner sta^l' ® ^ 
that I would hea?a„y vfi.nesses he Llhrprod„t and^ " 

Third Witness, James Hughes, was produced and sworn 
for prisoner, they should acquit; aSd lastly I told tilm®t’?!"f 

doubt (for that on such 

doubt) It was their bounden duty to acquit. ^ ^ ^ ^ reasonable 

I t"ght^:srfh“? "> ™ 

them all called out, and most distinctly stated to ttai !h„'t”!l 
the prisoner guilty by comparison of hancf-writinl ^ ‘'‘'3 

I he jury retired again, and after havini; deliberated ah„ . u 
came in to the jury-box and found the prisomr ^ ^ “Sain 

guilty. 



prisoner’s guilt, to which they answered that thP^TH ^ 
doubts, but that they were influenced bv’the rharari ^ K°k slightest 

gave of the prisone^r, and hopTd ihat-^' ^otirfmwaTdt^^^^^^^ 
recommendation. lorward to flis Excellency their 

Before I pronounced sentence. I refirpH with *v,a. ^ . 

with them, I found that they unanimouslvannrnvpH fn. on conferring 

that there could not be a^,oro Tpte^ They stated to ml 

mendation ought to be forwarded to His Fv^iii k ^ thogght that the recoin- 
that they did Sot, and w ouiriot conluf ! "T’ “1*'=''' 
returned into court and passed sentence. eeommending the prisoner. I then 

I liave 
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I have thought it my duty to give to His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a full 
and accurate account of every thing that occurred at the trial ; it occurred to me 
to be a case peculiarly fit for the consideration of a jury. The crime consisted in 
the mere matter of fact ; for if the fact of writing were clearly proved, the con- 
tents of the instrument could receive neither excuse nor extenuation. The Jury 
were most respectable; they gave the case every consideration. I put forward 
every fair topic on behalf of the prisoner. The verdict of the jury was unani- 
mously approved of by the magistrates, and I do not know any circumstances which 
I should feel warranted to submit to His Excellency’s consideration, save one, it struck 
me at the trial, and strikes me now, that the suggestion of Mr. Vignolles to the 
prisoner- not -to press the question as to general character, followed by the prisoner’s 
acquiescence in that suggestion, had all the elFect of a most unfavourable answer, 
and which could not fail to have weight with the jury. I humbly submit, there- 
fore, to His Excellency the expediency of learning from l\lr. Vignolles the precise 
grounds on which he made that suggestion, as the trial lasted until a late hour, and 
the magistrates had considerable distances to go ; I could not learn the particulars 
from Mr. Vignolles, but I ascertained sufficient to authorize me to submit what 
1 most respectfully do to His Excellency the expediency of applying to Mr. Vig- 
nolles on the subject. I cannot conclude my report of this trial without statin® that 
it is the only one in which a cbnviction has taken place. 1 have further to observe, 
that since the Proclamation for putting the Barony of Moycashel under the Insur- 
rection Act, (a period of near eight weeks) not a single outrage has been committed 
in tljat Barony ; wdiile in other Baronies to which the Proclamation was not ex- 
tended, many outrages have taken place ; thereby demonstrating that the Insurrection 
Act has accomplished a legitimate and beneficial object, — the prevention and not the 
punishment of crime. 

(signed) Tho' Goold. 

Mullingar, June 28th, 1822. 




(Second Inclosure.) 



Copy of an Anonymous Letter to the Rev. C. Vignolles ; dated 27 May 1 822. 

Rev'" Sir, 

IF you do not Banish old Heath the Peeler out of this Barony, you may provide 
his Coffin, as he is enough to set a neighbourhood in rebellion with lies and Story’s; 
he was cropt before he Came to you, for his lies to a Gentleman : be it as it will, We 
can’tput up wdth it any longer; only on account of his Comrades, we would’take 
little Pains in troubling you to move him, as other dangers must occur. I will 
the honour to to speake to you personally after there is something done; I don’t 
wish to Interfere at Present. 



Re. K. Karaley, 

May the 27, 1822. 



304. 
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MEMORIALS AND CORRESPONDENCE. &c. 



COPY OF A LETTER 

From William Gregory, Esquire, to Thomas Goold, Esquire; 
dated Dublin Castle, ud July 1822. 

My dear Sir. Dublin Castle. 2d July 1822. 

IN consequence of your representation and the opinion of the Magistrates of 
Westmeath, that it is no longer necessary to continue the Insun-ection Act in the 
Rarony of Moycashel, a Proclamation has this day issued revoking it. 

The I^rd Lieutenant highly approves of your having empannelled a jury for the 
trial of Michael Geoghegan, and of the verdict they have returned. He considers 
the crime of which he has been found guilty so atrocious, as to demand that the Ian- 
should take its course. But His Excellency does not think it would be right for 
him to comply with your suggestion, by putting any questions to the Rev. Mr. Viu- 
nolles. It gives me very sincere pleasure to fulfil the remaining part of mv duty in 
expressing the Lord Lieutenant's high approbation of your conduct in the situation 
you have filled. 

Believe me, &c. 

Thomas Goold, Esq. 



True Copies, 

W. GREGORY. 
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